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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international aDDlication in 
the language in which it was field, unless otherwise indicated under this item. ,niemaT,onai application in 

° Sn,S l0n ^hSh e r t t St ? b,iShed 0r V he basls of a trans,ati <™ from the original language into the following 
(unde? Rules 12 ?3 and 23^^ * trans,ation furnished for P ur P° ses of international search 9 

2 ' JCSSiiSSSTto a °L d s ^ uence disc,osed the international application and 

necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3 ' ° hB?S!nM^^Z!S T re than T G * V . ersion or °° py of a sec l u ence listing andybr table relating thereto 
rJ!ni?f ? >^™ly n £ h ??>£ e req " ,red statem ents that the information in the subsequent or additional 

^ nn L dent,Cal T tha l "l the a PP lication as fi| ed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



1 . S The following document has not been furnished: 

El copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43i?/s.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43te.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43ftfe.1 and 64.1 ). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43&/S.1 (a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-10 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-10 




No: 


Claims 




Industrial applicability (IA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-10 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Cited Domimftntg 



1 . Reference is made to the following documents: 



D1: US-A1 -2003/005481 8 
D2: XP-A-002294853 



(User Guide WPG11 Instant Wireless™ Series) 



Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis 1 (a) (I) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

A. Novelty / Inventive Step (Article 33 PCT): 

A.1 re independent Claim 1 : 

The document D1 is regarded as being the closest prior art to the subject-matter 
of claim 1 and shows a dual-mode WLAN device that operates concurrently as a 
member of two disjoint wireless networks (ah-hoc mode and infrastructure mode). 
This feature (D1, figure 2, IS/AH dual mode 220) enables the wireless device to 
interwork with a corporate network via an access point e.g. for using network 
resources like printers as long as the device has the permission to access the 
network. On the other hand, that sort of dual-mode device is able to communicate 
with ad-hoc mode devices which do not have any permission to access the 
corporate network {D1, paragraphs 0004-0007, 0027, 0029-0031). 

The subject-matter of claim 1 differs from the disclosure of D1 in that the claimed 
system defines explicitly, that a mobile device initiates an ad-hoc session to a 
image-showing device and subsequently conveys further communication via a 
network, if both parties have access to that network. This implicitly discloses the 
fact, that both devices have dual-mode capabilities, whereas D1 only defines a 
dual-mode device either interacting with a network using infrastructure mode or 
with another common WLAN device using ad-hoc mode. 

The subject-matter of claim 1 is therefore new (Article 33(2) PCT). 
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Document D2 shows a presentation gateway with WLAN connectivity which can 
be configured manually either to work in the ad-hoc-mode or in the infrastructure 
mode (D2, "connect to the ...presentation gateway.. .via infrastructure mode or 
from any 802. 1 1b wireless PC", chapter 1, Introduction; "Ad-hoc versus 
Infrastructure Mode", Appendix A). No indication is given to change settings in the 
running mode, i.e. from ad-hoc mode to infrastructure mode. 

The proposed solution as defined by independent claim 1 of this application is not 
taught, suggested or derivable by the available prior art documents D1 and D2 in 
combination. An inventive step is thus recognized for the independent claim 
1 (Article 33(3) PCT). 

A. 2 re independent Claim 7: 

The subject-matter of independent method claim 7 corresponds to that of 
independent system claim 1 in terms of process steps. For the reasons set out in 
the previous subsection, the subject-matter of said claim is new (Article 33 PCT) 
and involve an inventive step (Article 33 (2) and (3) PCT). 

A3 re dependent Claims 2-6 and 8-10: 

Dependent claims as such also meets the requirements of the PCT with respect to 
novelty and inventive step. 

B. Further deficiencies/ defects: 

B.1 Deficiencies with respect to clarity (Article 6 PCT): 
B.1.1 Claims 1,7 

Claim 1 is unclear, Article 6 PCT, because it defines: 

"... to convey the further communication over a network..." 

It is to be noted, that "a communication" is not defined beforehand in the claim. 
Furthermore it is not clear, whether the term "communication" relates to 
signalling traffic between the image-showing device and the mobile device (e.g. 
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requesting the projector to change into infrastructure mode (see description, page 
8, lines 1 8-21 ) or user traffic like a slide presentation (e.g. PPT™). 

The same objection occurs for claim 7 ("...changing the communication..."). 
B.1.2 Claim 1,7 

Claim 1 does not meet the requirement following from Article 6 PCT taken in 
combination with Rule 6.3(b) PCT that any independent claim must contain all the 
technical features essential to the definition of the invention. 

Claim 1 defines: 

"... to show a presentation controlled by the mobile device" 

It is clear from the description (page 9, lines 1 -8) that this presentation has to he 
conveyed via the network, if one is accessible to both, the image-showing device 
and the mobile device. This is not properly reflected in the definition given above. 

The same objection occurs for claim 7. 
B. 1.3 Claims 1,7 

Independent claims are not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 6.3(b) 
PCT, which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features known 
in combination from the prior art being placed in the preamble (Rule 6.3(b)(1) PCT) 
and with the remaining features being included in the characterising part (Rule 
6.3(b)(ii) PCT). 
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